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did not feel themselves sufficiently safe in the saddle to risk a revolt
in Loreto, and they may even have calculated that complications
with Colombia might serve to distract attention from troubles at
home. At all events, within a few weeks of the coup at Leticia the
Peruvian Government were taking the line that the Salomon-Lozano
Treaty had been concluded under the dictatorship of Senor Leguia
against the wishes of the Peruvian people, and that the seizure of
Leticia was the outcome of a movement for national reintegration
which the Government could not resist and which ought to be
accepted by other countries in the same way as the seizure of Fiume
by Italy and of Vilna by Poland had been accepted. Their suggestion
was that the Salomon-Lozano Treaty ought to be revised in Peru's
favour, and in support of this contention they alleged that Colombia
had not fulfilled her part of the bargain and had not handed over the
zojje of San Miguel or Sucumbios which had been assigned to Peru at
the western end of the frontier. Colombia denied that she had not
carried out the provisions of the treaty in this respect, and declared
that she had placed the zone at the disposal of Peru, who could
occupy it when she wished.1
The Peruvian Government seem to have hoped that they might
be able to retain Leticia while avoiding the stigma of aggression, if
they put into operation the existing machinery for the peaceful settle-
ment of inter-American disputes. Both Peru and Colombia were
signatories of the Pan-American Arbitration and Conciliation Con-
ventions of 1923 and 19292 (though Colombia had not yet ratified the
1929 conventions), and at the end of September the Peruvian Govern-
ment suggested that the Permanent Conciliation Commission which
had been established at Washington in accordance with the treaties
should undertake the task of mediation between Peru and Colombia
and should arrange for arbitration of the dispute. This proposal was
quashed by Colombia. In a note of the 12th October to the Permanent
Conciliation Commission, the Colombian Government declared that
the case was not suitable for arbitration, since the boundary estab-
lished by the treaty of 1922 was not in dispute, and the problem was
merely one of suppressing an insurrection in a portion of Colombian
and was elected President in October. Since his election he had had to deal
with, a Communist outbreak as well as with military intrigues and minor
mutinies.
1	The difficulty appears to have arisen "because of Ecuador's unsettled claims
in this region,  Peru proposed, during the discussion of the Leticia affair at
Geneva, that the question of the San Miguel zone should be referred to a Com-
mission of Jurists, but this suggestion was not acted upon.
2	See the Survey for 1925, vol. II, p. 409, and the Survey for 1930, pp. 376-81.

